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(The Commission reconvened at 1635 hours) 
ROLF~HEINZ HEPPNER, a witness, took the stand and testified as follows: 
BY wk. TAYLOR: 
Q. Will you state your full name? 
A. Rolf~Heinz Hoeppner. 
Q. Will you raise your right hand, and repeat after me? 


I swear by God, the Almighty and GQuniksieme Omniscient, thet I will epeak 


the J——— and will withhold and ’ nothing. 


(The witness repeats the oath.) 

BY DR. GAWLIK: 

I wish to prove by interrogating the witness Map Hoeppner, the following: 
(1) The SD as an intelligente office and the SD in ite formations and the Reich 
Security Service are x entirely separate organizations. The organizations of the 

domestic 

xutaxixx/ intelligence service, Amt Three, RSHA, the fcreign intelligence service, 
Aunt Six, and the Scientific research, Amt Seven, RSHA, are entirely separate 
organizations. Amt Three, RSHA, the domestic intelligence service, was not a 
part of the SD, but an independent organization. The domestic intelligence 
service, Amt Three, RSHA, was not a section of the pax Party, but an i entirely 
independent organization. The domestic intelligence service, Ant Three, RSHA, was 
not a part of a unified police system, and it —— belong to the duties of 


the domestic intelligence service to support the tasks set for the Gestapo. 


I further wish to prove that the SD was not responsible for the installation and 
operation of game concentration camps and for the evacuation of individuals who 


were racially and politically undesirable into these concentration camps and 
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it did 
annihilation camps. fiisuktazk (See Trial Brief, Page 43.) That im/dean/not 
belong to the aims and activities of Group 3-4 to commit crimes azeinst the peace 
and against humanity. That it did not belong to the duties and activities of the 
domestic intelligence service, Amt Three, RSEA, to execute the intelligence which 
they had gathered. (See German Brief, Pace 49.) 

Q. I first wish to put some questions which will prove that the witness is 
quelified. Since when were you a member of the SD? 

A. Since the Spring of 1934. 

Q. What office did you occupy? 

å. I was in charge of the press in the Oberabscinitt. Later on I became 
chief of organizations and Oberabschnitt, at the end of 1935. Then I was given a 
leave to take a uy state examination for nine months in 1936. No, that was not in 
i938, but in 1937. On the first of November, 1937, I came as stabsfuehrer to 
Dresden to the SD Leitabschnitt. I was in Dresden until April 1940. Singe May 1, 

oa ie 
1941 I was abechnittfuehrer in Posen. ixxRaxsx I — beginning of 
duly 1944. I then went, as chief of Section 3-A, into the RSHA. I remained there 
until ite dissolution. 

Q. Wht examination did you take? 

å. A law examination. 

Q. I will now come to Point One of the things to be proven. What is the 
significance of ZSXK SD? 

A. SD means "sicherheitsdienst." 

Q. What significance les the word "sicherheitsdienst"? 


A. It has two meanfings which are essentially different. In the first 


place, it refers to the SS formation "sicherhelisdienst"; and, furthermore, the 


word sicherheitsdiense meanstan information-gethering ageucy." g 
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Q. Was the foreign intelligence also called /SD/? 
A. Yes. 
Was Amt Seven also called SD? 
Yes. 
Was there a basic difference between tte SD as an SS formation, SD as 
domestic intelligence, and SD as Amt Seven, scientific research? 
The SS formation of the SD was something ea irely fá different. 
To whom was the SS formation SD subordinated? 
The SS formation SD was subordinated to the chief of the security police. 
At the end af it was Kalteobruner. 

Q. Who were the members of this special formation of the SS? 

A. The following groups belonged to this special formation: Those who 
belonged to the Allgemeine SS, to the general SS before they entered the service 
of the SD, or the SIPO. Then those who, having done service with SD or SIFO as 
applicants to join the S SS, wished to join the SD. 

Q. Were there also other persons who were not working with the SIFO or 
with the x intelligence service? 


A. There were, within the SIPO, formations which received directives from 


the SIPO but did not belong within this society immediately. I am referring here 


to the customs and border inspection. These border patrols also were integrated 
as SD. 
Q. Did this collectéon of persons have a collective general purpose? I 
refer bere to the characterization given by Justice Jackson. 
LT. HARRIS: I object to the lest pas portion of *the question and move 


that it be stricken from the record. This witness does not kiow what the 


characterization was. There is nothing to show that he does. 


L 
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DR. GAWLIK: I am personally agreeable to kaxa heving it stricken from 
the record. 

å. No. This special task formation, SD, within the SS, did not have a 
general purpose. It was merely a matter of revision. This revision took place 
first in the 38 Reichssicherheitshauptamt and, later, after its installation in 
1939, in Section One of the 4 RSHA. 

Q. Were these people doing something collectively? 

A. Wo. These perscns had entirely different activities to fulfill--whether 
they were with the SD, or the SIPO, the Gestapo, or the criminal police. 

Q. Did these people who were all collected under that one name have a 
feeling of belonging together? 

A. No. May I gm give an example of this. Members of the criminal police were 
accepted in the SD if the Reichsfuehrer of the SS had a medical certificate as to 
their health. They were not particularly enthusiastic about that, because from their 


civil service position point of view additional difficulties arose. They did not 


have aay feeling of belong Adige together with, for instance, those SD people who 


emanated from the genaral SS. 

Q. Was there a Reichssicherheitsdienst next to the SD intelligence service and 
the SD formation within the SS? 

A. Yes, but that was entirely different. 

Q. What was the task of the Reichssicherheitedienst? 

A. One of the tasks was the protection of the fuehrer and the protection of 
other individusls designated by the fuehrer himself. The chief of this} of course, 
was Kattenhuber. 


Q. Was there any connection between the Reichssicherheitsdienst and the SD 


as im domestic intelligence service or with the SD as within the SS? 
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&. It was an entirely independent formation which was immediately 
subordinate to the Reichsfuehrer SS. 

Q. So the Reichssicherheitedienst was a completely independent organizetion? 

A. Yes. 

Q. I now come to Point Two. Were the tasks ami of Amts#@ixdtfferantxosee 
Three, Six, and Seven different ones? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Gem Could you describe then? 

A. Ant Three was chargei with the task of collecting information within the 
borders of the Reich. Amt Six collected information outside the borders of the 
Reich. Amt Seven wes occupied with archives, records, evaluation of press. and 


other specified scientific matters. 
Were ies 


Q. Wam/the activity of these three ants different ones? 


Ae. TOt: 
— duty of Ant Three to collect information from the broad 


masses of the populetion regarding certain situations which had to be changed. 


Amt Seven occupied itself with libzaries and records. Amt Six collected information 
from x without the borders of the Reich which might be used in formulating the 
foreign policies of the Reich. 


(The Commission adjourned at 1715 hours.) 
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pd: SD. 
(The Commission reconvened at 1635 hours) * 
ROLP-HEINZ HOMPPEER, a witness, took the stand and testified as follews: 
BY MR. TAYLOR: 
Will you state your full name? 
Rolf-Heins Hoeppner. 
Will you raise your right hand, ani repeat after ne? 
I swear by God, the Almighty and GQumkatame Omniscient, that I will epeak 
the whole truth and will withheld and hide nothing. 
(The witness repeats the oath.) 
BY DR. GAWLIE: 
I wish to prove by interrogating the witness Nap Hoeppner, the following: 
(1) The SD as an intelligente office and the SD in its formations and the Reich 
Security Service are & entirely separate organizations. The organisations of the 


domestic 
tutertar/ intelligence service, Amt Three, RSHA, the foreign intelligence service, 


Amt Six, and the Scientific research, Ant Seven, RSHA, are entirely separate 


organisations. Amt Three, RSEA, the domestic intelligence service, was nttes. 
part of the SD, but an independent organisation. The domestic intelligence 
service, Amt Three, RSHA, was not a section of the par Party, but an x entirely 
independent organization. The domestic intelligence service, Amt Three, RSHA, vas 
not a part of a unified police system, and it PINS. belong to the duties of 
the domestic intelligence service to support the tasks set for the Gestapo. 


I further wish to prove that the SD was not responsible for the installation and 
operation of gamp concentration camps and for the evacuation of individuals whe 


were racially and politically undesirable into these concentration camps and 
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it aid 
annihilation camps. fitmættzeh (See Trial Brief, Page 43.) That &u/duan/not 
belong to the aims ani activities of Group 3-A to commit crimes against the peace 
and against humanity. That it did not belong to the duties and activities of the 
domestic intelligence service, Amt Three, RSHA, to execute the intelligence which 
they had gathered. (See German Brief, Page 49.) 

Q. I first wish to put some questions which will prove that the witness is 
qualified. Since when were you a member of the SD? 

A. Since the Spring of 1934. 

Q- What office did you occupy? 

A. I was in charge of the press in the Oberabschnitt. Later on I became 
chief of organizations and Oberabschnitt, at the end of 1935. Then I was given a 
leave to take a my state examination for nine months in 1938. No, that was not in 
1938, but in 1937. On the first of November, 1937, I came as stabsfuehrer to 
Dresden to the SD Leitabschnitt. I was in Dresden until April 1940. Singe May 1, 
1941 I was abschnittfuehrer in Posen. inxRguen I —— beginning of 
duly 1944. I then went, as chief of Section 3-A, into the RSHA. I remained there 
until ite dissolution. 

Q- Wht examination did you take? 


4. A law examination. 


Q- I will now come to Point One of the things to be proven. What is the 


significance of BEXH SD? 

A. SD means "sicherheitedienst." 

Q- What significance ms the word "sicherheitedienst"? 

A. It has two meanfings which are essentially different. In the first 
place, it refers to the SS formation "sicherheitedienst"; and, furthermore, the 


word sicherhelitsdiense means"an information-gathering agency." 
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Q. Was the foreign intelligence also called /SD/? 

Yes. 

Was Amt Seven also called 5D? 

Yes. 

Was there a basic difference between the SD as an SS formation, SD as 
domestic intelligence, and SD as Amt Seven, scientific research? 


A. The 55 formation of the SD was something entirely f different. 


Q: To whem was the SS formation SD subordinated? 


A. The 8S formation SD was subordinated to the chief of the security police. 
At the end af it was Kaltenbrunner. 

Q. Whe were the members of this special formation of the 85? 

A. The follewing groups belonged to this special formation: Those who 
delenged to the Allgemeine SS, to the general 55 before they entered the service 
of the 5D or the SIPO. Then those who, having done service with SD or SIPO as 
applicants to join the @ SS, wished te join the SD. 

Q. Were there alse other persons who were net working with the SIPO or 
with the & intelligence service? 

A. There were, within the SIPO, formations which received directives from 
the SIFO but did not belong within this society immediately. I an referring here 
to the customs and border inspection. These border patrols also were integrated 
as SD. 

Q. Did this collectéon of persons have a collective general purpose? I 
refer here to the characterization given by Justice Jackson. 

LP. HARRIS: 1 object to the last puu portion of “the question and move 


that it be stricken from the record. This witness does not know what the 


characterization was, There is nothing to show that he does. 
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DR. GAWLIK: I am personally agreeable te xem having it stricken from 

the record. 

4. No. This special task formation, SD, within the $8, did not have a 
general purpose. It was merely a matter of revision. This revision took place 
first in the SR Reichssicherheitshauptamt and, later, after its installation in 
1939, in Section One of the 4 RSHA. 

Q. Were these people doing something collectively? 

4. No. These persons had entirely different activities to fulfill--whether 
they were with the SD, or the SIPO, the Gestapo, or the criminal police. 

Q. Did these people who were all collected under that one name have a 
feeling of belonging together? 

4. No. May I ga give an example of this. Members of the criminal police were 
accepted in the 5D if the Reichsfuehrer of the SS had a medical certificate as to 
their health. They were not particularly entimsiastic about that, because from their 


civil service position point of view additional difficulties arose. They did not 


have any feeling of belong tazga together with, for instance, those SD people who 
emanated from the genaral 55. 

Q. Waes there a Reichssicherheitedienst next to the SD intelligence service and 
the SD formation within the 55? 

A. Yes, but that was entirely different. 

Q. What was the task of the Reichssicherheitedienst? 

A. One of the tasks wae the protection of the fuehrer and the protection of 
other individuals designated by the fuehrer himself. The chief of this} of course, 
was Rattenmber. 

Q. Was there any connection between the Reichssicherheitsdienst and the SD 


as im domestic intelligence service or with the SD as within the SS? 
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4. It was an entirely independent formation which was immediately 
subordinate to the Reichsfuehrer 85. 

Q. So the Reichssicherheitsdienst was a completely independent organization? 

A. Tes. 

Q. I now come to Point Two. Were the taske amit of AnteS@ixcdif?ferentxcones 
Three, Six, and Seven different ones? 

à. Yes. 

Q. teem Could you describe then? 

4. Ant Three was charged with the task of collecting information within the 
vorders of the Reich. Amt Six collected information outside the borders of the 
Reich. Amt Seven was occupied with archives, records, evaluation of press, and 


other specified scientific matters. 


Were ies 
Q. Max/the activit# of these three ante different ones? 


Git was the duty of Ant Three to collect information from the broad 
masses of the population regarding certain situations which had to be changed. 
Ant Seven occupied itself with libearies ani records. Amt Six collected information 
from & without the borders of the Reich which might be used in formulating the 
foreign policies of the Reich. 


(The Commission adjourned at 1715 hours. ) 
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OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT OF TESTIMONY FOR THE 
DEFENSE OF ORGATLI ZATIONS, TAKEN BEFORE A 
COL. is SION APPOINTED BY THE INTERNATION 
MILITARY TRIBUNAL PURSUANT TO PARAGRAPH 4 
OF THE "ORDER OF THE TRIBUILAL DATED 13 MARCH 
1946. 
21 June 1946 
COLMISSIONGR: 
lire George Re Taylor 
THE SD. 
(The Commission reconvened at 1635 hours e ) 
EINZ HOEPPNER, a witness, took the stand and testified as follows: 
TAYLOR: 
Will you state your fullname? 


Rolf=#Heinz Hoeppner. 


Will you raise your right hand, and repeat after me? 
I swear by G the J.lmight 
truth and willwithhold and add nothings 
(The witness repeats the onthe) 
BY DR. GAWLIK: 
witness Hoeppner, the following: 
sence office ond the SD in its formations ond the 
Security Service sro entirely separate organizationse The organizations 
domestic intelligence service, amt Three, RSH, the foreign 
service, imr Six, andthe Scientific research, Amt Seven, ESHA, 
entirely separate organizationse Jmt Three, RSHA, the domestic 
intelligence service, was not a part of the SD, but an independent 
organization, The domestic intelligence service, imt Three, RSH, was not a 
seotion cf the Party, but an entirely independent organization, The domestic 
service, Amt Three, RSH, was not a part of a unified police 
systom, and it did not belong to tho dutics of the domestic intelligence 
service support the tasks sct for the Gostapoe I further wish to prove 
that the SD was not responsible for the installation and operation of 
concentration camps and for the cvacuation of individuals who were racially 


and politically undesirable into these concentration camps and annihilation 


(See Trinl Brief, Page 43 That it did not belong to the aims and 


of Group 3-4 to conmit crimes against the peace and against 
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humanity, That it did not belong to the duties and activities of the 
domestic intelligence scrvice, Amt Three, RSHA, to execute the intelligence 
which they had gathered. (Seo German Brief, Page 49). 

Q I first wish to put some qiestions which will prove that the 

witness is qualificd. Since whon were you a member of the SD? 
Since tho spring of 1934, 
What office did you occupy? 

i I was in charge of the press in the Oberabschnitte ater on I 
became chief of orgmizations and Oberabschnitt, at the end of 1935, Then 
I was given a leave to take my state examination for nine months in 19358, 
No, that was not in 1938, i On the first of November, 1957, 

I came as stabsfuehrer to Dresden to the SD Leitabschnitt, I was in Dresden 
until April 1940, Since May 1, 1941 I was abschnittfuehrer in Posene I 
vas in Posen until the beginning of July 1944, I then went, as chief of 
Section de, into the RSH. I remained there until its dissolutione 

What exomination did you take? 

A law examinatione 

I willnow come to Point One of the things to be provene Wheat is the 

of SD? 

SD means “sichcrheitsdionst,’ 

What significance has the word "sicherheitsdienst"? 

It has two meanings which ‘are essentially different. In the first 
place, it refers to the SS formation "sicherheitsdienst"; and, furthermore, 
the word sicherheitsdiense means "an information-gathering agencye" 


Q Was the foreign intelligence also called SD? 


~ 
O 


Q “as there a basic difference between the SD as an SS formation, 


as domestic intelligence, and SD as Amt Seven, scientific rescarch? 


A The SS formation of the SD was something entirely different. 


SS formation SD subordinated? 
SS formation SD was subordinated to the chief of the security 


it the end it was Kaltenbrumner e 
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Q Who were the members of this specicl formation of the S3 
4& Tho following groups belonged to this special formation:. Those who 
belonged to the Allgomeine SS, to tho gencral SS beforc they ontered the 
Service of the SB, or the SIRO, Then thoso who, having done servico with 
SD or SIPO as applicants to join the SS, wished to join the SD, 
Were there also other persons who wore not working with the SIPO 
or with the intelligence service? 
There were, within the SIP O, formations which reccived directivos 
IPO but did not belong within this Society immediatcly, I am 
to the customs and barder inspection, These bordor patrols 
o were intograted as SD, 
Did this collection of porsons have a collective gencral purpose? 
I refer here to the characterization Given by Justicedackson, 
portion of the question and move 
strickon fron tl rd this witness docs not know what the 
cion Wase There nothing t w that he does. 


GlGiLIK: I om personally “agrceable to having it strickon from the 
mation, SD, within the SS, did not havo 
general purposee vas merely a matter of revision, This revision 
irst in the Rei ichorheitshauptamt and, later, after its 
One of the RSHA. 
these people doing something collectively? 


m s 


those persons had ontirely different activitics to fulfil - 
whether they were with the SD; or the SIPO, the Gestapo, or the criminal 
polices 

Did these poople who were all collected under that one name have a 


feeling of belonging together? 


A N lay I gi a kann] thise Members of the criminal police 


Reichsfuchrer of the SS had a medical 


They were not particularly enthusiastic 


i their civil service position point of view 
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additional difficultics arosce They did not have any fooling of belonging 


together with, for instancc, those SD pcople who emanated from the general 


a Reichssichorhcitsdionst noxt to tho SD intclligence 
service and the SD formation within tho SS? 
A Yos, but that was entirely different. 
Q What was the task of the Roichssichcrhcitsdionst? 
i One of the tasks was the protection of the fuchrer and the 
protection of other individuals dosignated by the fuchrer himself, The 
chief of this, of course, was Rattonhubecr, 


Q Was there any connection botween the Reichssichorheitsdionst and 


the SD as domestic intelligence service or with the SD as within the SS? 


i Wt was a entirely independent formation which was immodiatecly 
subordinate 10 Roichsfuchreor SS, 
a 


Q So the Reichssicherhecitsdionst was a completely independent 


organization? 


I now come to Point Two ‘ere the tasks of imts Three, Six, 
Sevon different ones? 

Yes. 

Could you describe them? 

imt Three was charged with the task of collecting information 
within the borders of the Reiche Amt Six collected information outside 
the borders of the Reich, Amt Seven was occupied with archives, records, 
evaluation of press, and other specified scientific mattors e 

Were the activities of these three amts different ones? 

Yes» ras the duty of int Three to collect information from 
the broad masses of the population regarding certain situations which had 
to be chengede dunt Seven occupied itself with libraries and records. 
ixt Six collectgd information from without the borders of the Reich which 
might be ‘ysed in formulating the foreign policies of the Reichs 


(The Commission adjourned at 1715 hours.) 
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of ROLF<HEINZ HOEP?NER, takon on 21 dune 1946. 
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CO: ISSION APPOINTED BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
MILITARY TRIBUNAL PURSUANT TO PARAGRAPH 4 
OF THE ORDER OF THE TRIBUNAL- DATED 13 MARCH 
1946. 
21 June 1946 
COLZITSSIOMER: 
lire George 
TIE SD. 
(The Commission reconvened at 1635 hours e ) 
ROLF-HEINZ HOEPPNER, a witness, took the stand and testified as follows: 
BY WR. TAYLOR; 
state your fullname? 
Rolf-Heinz Hoeppnere 


i+ 


Will you raise your right hand, and repeat after me? 
* 
I swear by God, the /lmighty and Omniscient, that I will speak the 
pure truth and willwithhold and add nothinge 
(The witnoss repeats the oath.) 
GiviLIK: 
wish to prove by interrogating the witness Hocppner, the following: 
an intelligence office ond the SD in its formations ond the 
urity Service aro entirely separate organizations. The organizations 
of the domestic intelligence 
intelligence service, imr Six, ondihe Sciontific research, Amt Sevon, RSHA, 
are entirely separate organizationse mt Three, RSHA, the domestic 
intelligence service, was not oa ] f the SD, but an independent 
organization, The domestic intelligence servicc, isat Three, RSH\, was not a 
scotion cf the Party, but an entirely independent organizations The domestic 
intelligence service, Ant T Əə RSHA, was not a part of a unified police 
System, and it did not belong to the dutics of the domestic intelligence 
service to support the tasks set for the Gostapo, I further wish to prove 


4. 


that the SD was not responsible for the installation and operation of 


concentration camps and for the cvacuation of individuals who were racially 
aud politically undesirable into those concentration camps and annihilation 


camps e (See Trial Brief, Page 43e) That it did not belong to the aims and 


lal 


activities of Yroup 3-4 to commit crimes against the peace and against 
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humanity, That it did not belong to the duties and activities of the 


domestic intelligence scrvice, Amt Three, RSHA, to execute the intelligence 
. which they had gathered, (See German Brief, Page 49), ý 

Q I first wish to put some questions which will prove that tho 
witness is qualificd. Since when wore you a member of the SD? 

4 Since the spring of 1934, 

Q What office did you occupy? 

I was in charge of the pross in the Oberabschnitt. Later on I 
became chief of organizations and Obcrabschnitt, at the end of 1935, Then 
I was given a leave to take my state oxamination for nine months in 1938, 

No, that was not in 1938, but in 1937, On the first of November, 1937, 
I came as stabsfuehrer to Dresden to the SD Leitabschnitt, I was in Dresden 
until April 1940, Since May 1l, 1941 I was abschnittfuehrer in Posene I 
was in Posen until the beginning of July 1944, I then went, as chief of 
Section =A, into the RSHA. E romained there until its dissolution, 

Q What examination did you take? 

À & law examination, 

9 I willnow come to Point One of the things to be proven, What is the 
significance of. SD? 

A SD means “sicherheitsdionst,” 

Q What significance has the word "sicherheitsdicnst"? 

It has two meanings which are essontially different. In the first 
piace, it refers to the SS formation "sicherheitsdienst"; ond, furthormore, 
the word sicherheitsdiense means "an information-gathering agencye"™ 


Q Was the foreign intelligence also called SD? 


Was Amt Seven also called SD? 
SSe 
Vas there a basic difference between the SD as an SS formation, SD 
as domestic intelligence, and SD as Amt Seven, scientific research? 
The SS formation of the SD was something entirely different, 
To whom was the SS formation SD subordinated? 
The SS formation SD was subordinated to the chief of the security 


polices At the end it was Kaltenbrunnere 
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Who were the members of this specisl formation of the S3? 
The following groups belonged to this special formation: Those who 
the Allgemeine SS, to the general SS before they entered the 
© 2 © 


service of the SB, or the SIBO, Then those who, having dono servico with 


SD or SIPO as applicants to join tho SS, wished to join the SD. 


~ 
( 
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Were there also other persons who were not working with the SIPO 
or with the intelligence service? 

f There were, within the SIPO, formations which reccived directivos 
fron the SIPO but did not belong within this society immediatclye I am 
referring here to the customs and harder — — These border patrols 
also were integrated as SDe 

Q Did this collection of persons heave a collective genoral purpose? 

charactcrization given by Justiccdackson, 

ob ject to the last portion of the question and move 

from the record, This witness does not know what the 
haracterization was, The is nothing to show that he docs. 

DR. GiWLIK: I am pe l agreeable to having it strickon from the 
records 

Noe This special t c formation, SD, within tho SS, did not have 
a gencral purposce twos x ly a matter of revision. This revision 
took place first in the Reichssichorhoitshauptamt and, later, after its 
in 1939, in Section One of the RSHA. 


‘Were these people doing something collectively? 


3 


mMm 7 . . - . . . 
“nose persons had ontirely different activitios to fulfil « 
whether they were with the SD, or the SIPO, the Gestapo, or the criminal 


polices 


, 


Q Did these people were oll collected under that one name have a 


iay I give an example of thise Members of the criminal police 
Were accepted in the SD if the Reichsfuchrer of the SS 


certificate as to their health. They were not particularly enthusiastic 


x 
Vv 


naive the 
QDE wiat, 


occause from their civil service position point of view 
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additional difficultics arose. They did not have any fooling of belonging 
together with, for instanec, those SD pcoplo who emanated from the general 
SSe 

Q Was there a Reichssichorhcitsdionst noxt to the SD intelligence 

service and the SD formation within the SS? 
A Yos, but that was cntipoly differont. 

Q What was the task of the Reichssicherhcitsdionst? 

A One of the tasks was the protection of the fuchrer and tho 
protection of other individuals designated by the fuchrer himself, The 
chief of this, of course, was Rottonhubeor, 

Q Was there sny connection botween the Reichssichorhcitsdionst and 
the SD as domestic intclligenco service or with the SD as within tho SS? 

Et was a entirely independent formation which was immediately 
subordinate to the Roichsfuchrer SSe 

Q So the Reichssicherheitsdionst was a completely independent 
organization? 

A Yes, 

Q I now come to Point Twoe wero the tasks of imts Three, Six, 
nd Soven different ones? | 

Yes. 

Could you describe them? 

{att Three was charged with the task of collecting information 
within the borders of the Reiche Amt Six collected information outside 


the borders of the Reich. Amt Seven was occupied with archives, records, 


ovaluation of press, and other specified scientific mattors. 


Q Were the activities of these three amts different ones? 

A Yes, It was the duty of (Amt Three to collect information from 
the broad masses of the population regarding certain situations which had 
to bo chenged, dimt Seven occupied itself with libraries and records. 

Ant Six collectga information from without the borders of the Reich which 
might be ‘used in formulating the foreign policies of the Reiche 


(The Commission adjourned at 1715 hours.) 
1607 





Juno = GH = 5 « Noll 


The foregoing is atruc 


> 


1 


and correct transcript of tho testimony 


ROLF<HEINZ HOEPLWER, takon on 21 Juno 1946, 


CERTIFIED 


TOs 


Dede NOLL 


— — — 


Reporter 


GEO, Re TAYLOR 
Commissioner 





